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The ICS Report for the March 5, 2014 Meeting  
 
 
The follow are the highlights from the March 5, 2014 ICS meeting. 
 
Voltage Reduction Degradation 
Wes Yeomans reported to ICS that the NYISO conducts a voltage reduction test for 1 hour in 
June simultaneously with all transmission owners.  The transmission owners report the MW 
reduction and this value is included the NYISO emergency operating manual and voltage 
reduction EOPs in our IRM model.   Con Edison reported that it has invoked a voltage drop for 
two days and the system appeared to respond as expected, but it is not possible to definitely 
determine if there was any degradation.   
 
The group discussed various nuances of voltage reduction and the discussion transition from 
considering degradation to considering that the voltage reduction may already be conservative 
based on the expected MW being measured during a lower load than the expected peak.  Wes 
will investigate and report back if the transmission owners make any adjustments to the 
reported MW during the voltage reduction.  Based on this information, ICS will consider if any 
adjustments are needed to the voltage reduction.    
 
This topic probably will not require a white paper. 
 
Possibly Undervaluing Neighboring Control Area SCR Resources for Assisting the NYCA     
Current operating practice among neighboring regions may allow for assistance from their 
respective demand response.  NYISO has conducted various MARS runs to understand how this 
type of assistance, which is not currently reflected in the IRM analysis, may impact our reserve 
margin. 
 
PJM's LOLE is greater than 0.1 without accounting for its demand response (SCRS), therefore,  
NYISO makes no adjustments to the PJM representation per Policy 5.  When NYISO conducted a 
MARS run that allowed 6,500 MWs of demand response in PJM, its LOLE dropped well below 
0.1 and therefore needed to be adjusted back to 0.1 per Policy 5.  ICS discussed options for 
additional analysis to better reflect the possible assistance from PJM.  PJM has various 
categories of demand response.  The NYISO will be conducting additional MARS runs with lower 
demand response in PJM that reflects the category with the shortest notice period and report 
its findings to ICS. 
 
A white paper will be needed, but at this point cannot be scheduled to occur in this cycle. 
 
Confidence Interval 
The NYISO presented a white paper, NYISO Methodology for Error Analysis of the IRM Study 
that explained the methodology to obtain the confidence interval, explanation of different 
confidence intervals, and appropriate number of iterations in a Monte Carlo simulations.  The 
MARS model will converge based on the standard error or the number of iterations, but it 
cannot do both.  The NYISO proposes to specify the number of iterations to be 1000 and 
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manually verify that the results are better than the Policy 5 standard error of 0.05, with a 
desired level of 0.025 or better.  If after a 1000 iteration a standard error of 0.025  is not 
achieved, the NYISO will increase the iterations until the desired standard error of 0.025 is met 
or exceeded.   The group agreed with this approach and Policy 5 will be modified to clarify this 
method.  The 95% confidence interval, with respect to the IRM, will continue to be reported. 
 
Transmission  Outage Working Group 
The Transmission Outage Work Group (TOWG) presented a draft scope for the analysis to 
assess the effects that overhead transmission outages may have on the IRM.  The proposed 
scope included a multi phase process that 1) determines if the data is available for specified 
interfaces, 2)  conduct the analysis on up to three interfaces with the outage rates, and 3) 
recommends whether or not transmission outages should be modeled in the IRM study.   
 
All of ICS agreed that transmission outages effects on the IRM should be evaluated.  All agreed 
that this analysis will require more than one year to complete.  All agreed that collecting data 
will be challenging.  Where the group had differing opinions was whether it was necessary to 
collect actual data or use an educated estimate to assess its effects.  Some are concerned that 
without actual data, the analysis could have misleading results that would not reflect actual 
system behavior.  Others consider an estimate as a screen to determine if we should pursue the 
onerous effort to collect data.  The TOWG will be considering comments it received from the 
broader group and will provide us an update at the next meeting. 
 
Due to the complexity of this analysis, a white paper on this topic is not expected this year, but 
should be developed next year.   
 
IRM Process Guide 
During the document review to identify topics for the IRM Process Guide document, a number 
of areas for improvements to Policy 5 were identified. These improvements include the 
following : 

 

 updating modeling changes such as the use of multiple load shapes 

 incorporating relevant details from recent years' analyses, such as transition rates 

 clarifying processes, such as number of iterations and its corresponding standard error  

 correcting errors in the document, such as the table of contents 
 
Based on the number of improvements identified, the group agreed that this year we will focus 
first on refining Policy 5 and develop an outline for the process guide that can be developed 
further next year.  The group will review Policy 5 and provide John Adams additional areas of 
improvement.  The improvements will be shared with the EC around the June timeframe. 
 
New Business 
NYISO brought to our attention that PJM does not include 10 minute spinning reserves when 
developing their installed reserve margin.  NYISO will investigate the justification of this study 
approach and report back to ICS.  This topic may be presented to the EC in the future. 


